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PER CURIAM.

Defendant Coleman Edwards appeals as of right his conviction for assault with intent to
commit murder, MCL 750.83.> We affirm. We decide this appeal without oral argument
pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

|. Basic Facts And Procedural History

This case arose when Edwards shot Michigan State Police Trooper Timothy Slais as he
tried to remove Edwards from the rear seat of a parked vehicle. Slais was helping to quell a
disturbance during the 2003 riots in Benton Harbor when he noticed Edwards and another man in
the rear seat of a nearby vehicle. The two men appeared to be hiding something in the seat.
Slais went to the rear passenger side of the vehicle and ordered the men to get out. Edwards
companion got out and walked to the rear of the vehicle. However, Edwards would not comply
with Slais' repeated orders. Instead, he attempted to move away from Slais and turned his back
toward the trooper. Slais reached into the vehicle with his left hand, grabbed the back of
Edwards’' shirt, and again told him to get out of the passenger side. Edwards then lunged toward
the driver’s side door, pulling Slais inside the vehicle by his left hand. Slais, who was now
facing the same direction as Edwards, pushed Edwards down into the seat and moved on top of
him to keep him in the car. Slais' left arm was bent at the elbow and held near his chest as the
two moved together. Edwards hands were till in front of him. Slais heard a pop and felt his

! Edwards was also convicted of resisting and obstructing a police officer causing serious injury,
MCL 750.81d(3), and possession of a firearm during the commission of a felony, MCL
750.227b. He was sentenced to concurrent terms of 216 to 550 months in prison for the assault
conviction and 86 to 180 months in prison for the resisting and obstructing conviction, and was
given atwo-year consecutive sentence for the felony-firearm conviction.



left arm go numb. The bullet struck Slais' left forearm at very close range, exited the opposite
side of his forearm, and traveled into his left upper arm. The bullet then exited Slais' upper arm
and struck his torso, about three to four inches from his heart and an inch from his lung. Slais
lost his grip on Edwards shirt. Edwards fled, but was wounded when Slais and the other
officersfired at him.

[1. Sufficiency Of The Evidence
A. Standard Of Review

We review de novo challenges to the sufficiency of the evidence, viewing the evidencein
the light most favorable to the prosecution to determine whether arational trier of fact could find
that the essential elements of the crime were proven beyond a reasonable doubt.?

B. Specific Intent To Kill

Edwards argues that his assault conviction should be reversed because there was
insufficient evidence to find that he had the specific intent to kill Slais. The elements of the
crime of assault with intent to murder are: (1) an assault; (2) with an actual intent to kill;
(3) which, if successful, would make the killing murder.> Each element of the offense, including
the intent to kill, may be proven by circumstantial evidence and reasonable inferences arising
from the evidence.* “Because of the difficulty of proving an actor's state of mind, minimal
circumstantial evidenceis sufficient.””

Here, Edwards testified that the shooting occurred accidentally. However, he aso
admitted that he was shoving the gun into the seat with his right hand when the shooting
occurred, and that his finger was on the trigger at the time. This evidence supports a finding that,
in the position the two men were in at the time, Edwards would have had to reach around his
own body with his right arm and place the gun against Slais' left arm in order to effectuate the
wounds that Slais received. The location of the wounds and the circumstances of the offense
support the prosecutor’s position that Edwards fired deliberately. This deliberate action supports
a conclusion that Edwards intended to kill the trooper.® The prosecutor was not required to
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disprove Edwards assertion that the gun accidentally discharged.” Under these circumstances,
we conclude that the prosecutor provided adequate support for Edwards’ assault conviction.®

Affirmed.
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